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Regular Meeting 


BROOKLYN BAR ASSOCIATION 
Wednesday Evening, April 11, 1956 8:00 P. M. 


123 Remsen Street, 
Brooklyn 1, New York 


Program of Meeting 


1. The proposed amendments and revisions of the Association 
by-laws will be acted upon at the meeting. All members have heretofore 
been supplied with a copy of the amendments and revisions. 


2. The Committee on Supreme and Appellate Courts, of which Mr. 
J. Courtney McGroarty is Chairman, will report on the feasibility and 
necessity for summer trial sessions. 


3. The Section on Real Estate, of which Mr. Frank A. Barrera is 
Chairman, will report on the proposed recommendation, by a joint com- 
mittee of the New York State Bar Association and the New York State 
Title Association, of a standard of fair practices affecting relationships 
between lawyers and title insurance companies. The report was pub- 
lished in the March issue and will have the consideration of the Section 
on Real Estate at its April 4, 1956 meeting. 


4. Refreshments after the meeting. 
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—by CHARLES J. BUCHNER 





The big question in legal circles continues to be “How shall the 
courts catch up to their calendars in negligence cases”. Some time back 
I tried to get some plaintiffs’ attorneys, and some Counsel for insurance 
companies, to give an opportunity to the thirteen young lawyers who 
asked to be given a chance to show their abilities as trial counsel. I got 
some nice letters and hearty approval, bui no trial work for any of 
them; however, I am still hopeful that this log jam will break, as it 
must if any appreciable progress on the calendar is to be attained. 

The insurance companies, stock as well as mutual, have too many 
laymen in positions where they can interfere with, if not prevent settle- 
ment of cases. It has been said before, and should be frequently re- 
peated, that if a layman with no appreciation of legal liability has an 
untrammeled power to refuse to an experienced trial counsel the authority 
to settle a case on what to the experienced man seems fair terms, it makes 
for displays of autocracy, frequently based on the desire to interfere 
with a professional man in a position which the layman was incapable 
of attaining, all of which things clog the courts’ calendars. 

Another evil which was quite prevalent some few years ago and 
which may still prevail is the introduction into settlements of the so-called 
independent adjuster. When one of these men, some of whom are even 
admitted to the Bar, calls on an attorney and tells him about a claim 
made by the attorney on a prospective defendant, and gives the name of 
the insurance company and offers to tell the figure which the company 
has put on that matter, and any other claim that the lawyer has with 
the specific company, it is very hard for a young lawyer to resist the 
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adjuster’s offer to settle the case for a percentage of the fee. Also 
when an adjuster is discharged by one insurance company under cir- 
cumstances that indicate he had not been fair with his employer, and 
shortly thereafter he is again an adjuster but with a different company, 
lawyers who are trying to practise their profession in an ethical manner 
hesitate to discuss a settlement with him. These conditions do not obtain, 
of course, in all companies but the knowledge that they do exist, and 
the gossip predicated on them, affect the prompt and fair disposition 
of claims. 


Now that the talk of having more Supreme Court judges is ap- 
proaching enactment into law, something should be done to give the 
judges adequate surroundings. As I heard one judge say, “If we get 
more judges and the new Court House is not finished, the new judges 
will be forced to sit in the Hallways of the Court House or on the 
benches in Borough Hall Park.” To function efficiently, the Courts must 
have dignified and adequate surroundings. 


Now for the proposal that claims for personal injuries and property 
damage should be removed from the courts. It is really almost dis- 
couraging to find men in high judicial positions saying that the courts 
cannot handle this type of litigation. Stangely enough, they never men- 
tion the cost to the injured person. Under compensation or some similar 
system these awards, like those in compensation, must be awarded ac- 
cording to schedules, which are entirely inadequate to men who have 
attained responsible positions. 


There is no justice to the injured person who had been an out- 
standingly successful man under this system. There is no justice in the 
original premise that because a man is injured by a motor car he should 
be paid damages even though the owner or driver of the car was not 
negligent—yes, even though the injured party largely, if not entirely, 
caused the accident. It would be a serious blot on the history of our 
state if the estate of a man, who with criminal carelessness crashed 
head-on into an approaching vehicle, recovered the same amount as the 
estates of the two or three innocent parties who were riding in the other 
car and who were killed by the malefactor. 


That lawyers and judges should solve this problem is not debatable. 
It should, however, be solved by logic not emotion, by a view of the 
entire question without selfishness or self-interest and with due regard 
for the effects on all the citizens and in an atmosphere of justice to all 
and with due regard to the highest principles of our profession. 


What do you suggest? 


CHar.es J. BucHNER. 
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COMING EVENTS 





SECTION ON REAL ESTATE 
Wednesday Evening, April 4, 1956, 8:00 P. M. 

Discussion of report of the Joint Committee of the New York State 

Bar Association and the New York State Title Association on Standard 


of Fair Practices as affecting relationships between members of the 
Associations. The report is printed at page 152 of the March issue. 


Mr. Raymond Reisler, a member of the Committee which drafted 
the report, will speak. 
Frank A. Barrera, Chairman. 


* 


AMERICAN BAR ASSOCIATION 
NORTHEASTERN REGIONAL MEETING 
April 15 to 18, 1956 
Hartford, Connecticut 

















* * * 


SECTION ON SURROGATE’S COURT 
Thursday Evening, April 26, 1956, 8:00 P. M. 
Review of Recent decisions as reported in the New York Law 


Journal and advance sheets. 
Freperick A. Keck, Chairman. 


x * x 


MUSICAL COMEDY 
May 24, 1956 
“SHOWBOAT ON THE GOWANUS” 
The Board of Trustees has authorized the production of a new 
musical comedy for the enjoyment of the members of the Association, 


their spouses and friends. It will be presented by the Association on 
the evening of May 24, 1956 at the St. John’s Law School Building. A 
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special committee is being formed to provide for the sale and distribu- 
tion of the tickets and for publicity. There will be dancing and some 
light refreshments after the play. 


The script, music and lyrics have been completed and auditions and 
rehearsals are now in progress. It is not too late for any members of 
ite the Association who may wish to participate. An inquiry at the office 


rd of the Association will put you in touch with Thomas J. Todarelli who 
he is directing the play. 


ted 


ANNUAL GOLF TOURNAMENT 
SEAWANE Harsor Crus, Hewtett, N. Y. 
Thursday, June 14, 1956. 
Reserve this date. Further details will be sent to all members. 


The Brooklyn Barrister, the official publication of the Brooklyn Bar 
Association, is issued eight times each year, October through May, for the 
purpose of furnishing information to tts members of the activities of the 

sso ciation. 


; Articles appearing in the Barrister should be considered as the views 
aw of the respective authors and do not necessarily carry the endorsement 
of the Association. 


Editorial Board 
Louts E. Scuwartz, Chief Editor 
K. FREDERICK Gross Atice ELEANOR RUBIN 
STANLEY KREUTZER JoserH T. TINNELLY 
Louis J. MERRELL 
Editor of Reviews of Legal Publications 
MarGareET R. RuGGIERO 


The Brooklyn Barrister is published monthly, October peng i> 
new by the Brooklyn Bar Association, at 123 Remsen St., Brookl 

tion econd-Class mail privileges authorised at Brooklyn, New ta Sub- 
, : scription price is $1.50 per year. 

n on 
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A Woman and a Will —»y kK. FREDERICK Gross 


MYRA CLARK GAINES, Plaintiff 


Part II 


(Part I, published in the March issue, outlined the 
facts upon which in 1836, Myra Clark Gaines started 
action to establish her right to her father’s property.) 


The first move was a petition to the Probate Court in New Orleans 
demanding that Relf and Chew produce the will of 1813. After many 
months of delay her petition was disallowed. 


Suit was started by Myra, as heir of her father, in the United States 
Court in 1836, against some one hundred defendants including Relf and 
Chew, demanding the return of property fraudulently sold by them and 
seeking an account of rents and profits since the death of Clark. All the 
defendants were represented by the attorneys for Relf and Chew. De- 
laying tactics started. Demand was even made that all papers be filed 
in French as well as English, since most of the defendants were of French 
descent. Although Federal Law provided that equity rules were applic- 
able in the District Courts, the presiding judge ruled that the Louisiana 
rules of the civil law should apply. Under these rules most of the 
Whitneys’ evidence would not be admitted. 


The first application to the United States Supreme Court was now 
made—a mandamus to require the trial judge to try the case under the 
federal equity rules. Before the Supreme Court decided the matter, a 


yellow fever epidemic swept New Orleans and William Whitney died 
in 1837. 


The Supreme Court, at its 1839 term held that mandamus was not 
the proper remedy—that while the judge was acting irregularly, relief 
must await an appeal from his final judgment. In 1841 the Supreme 
Court reversed an order of the trial court directing that the civil law 


should govern the trial, and ordered the trial to proceed under chancery 
practice. 


Major General Edmund Pendleton Gaines, in 1838, introduced him- 
self to Myra as an old friend of Daniel Clark. Clark had helped him 
early in his military career. He had fought in the War of 1812, the 
Mexican War and in Indian wars. General Gaines had a high place 
in the ranks of the Army, and just lost out to General Winfield Scott 
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for command of the entire Army. From 1838 to the end of the Mexican 
War he commanded the Southwestern Department. 

[he General offered financial help to Myra to continue her litigation. 
Furthermore, his standing throughout the country and with Washington 
officials gave a degree of respectability to Myra’s claim. Scurrilous 
charges of “Yankee” could not be applied to the aristocratic Virginia 
General. 

Myra and the General married in 1839. He soon became tired of 
the delaying tactics of Relf and Chew and made a public offer to any of 
the defendants to finance their defense if they would permit a trial on 
the merits and allow all the evidence to go in. One defendant, Paterson, 
being assured, that even if Mrs. Gaines was successful he would not lose 
his property, agreed. 

The case went to trial and Paterson succeeded in the lower court. 
Myra appealed to the United States Supreme Court and it, at the 1848 
term, reversed and adjudged Myra to be the legitimate daughter of Clark 
and Zulime, and that Relf and Chew had illegally sold Clark’s property. 
Wayne J. wrote for the Court. He held that the evidence established 
the bigamy of Des Granges and, while no written proof was submitted 
of the marriage of Clark and Zulime, the marriage was established by 
the deposition of Zulime’s sister as a witness. Myra was held to be 
entitled, as heir of Clark, to her statutory share of four fifths of Clark’s 
estate. The Court parenthically indicated that the Federal Court did 
not have jurisdiction to probate a lost will. 

Thereupon suit was brought by Myra (General Gaines died in 1849) 
to take against the 1811 will, claiming that as heir she could not be 
deprived of more than one fifth of the estate. Claim was also made for 
one half the estate by deed, dated in 1844, from Zulime, the widow, 
Myra’s mother. 

When this action reached the Supreme Court in 1851, Daniel Webster 
argued for Relf and Chew, and Reverdy Johnson for Myra. Catron 
J. wrote the majority opinion and he took a dim view of Myra’s claims. 
His comments on the testimony of Zulime’s two sisters indicates his 
belief that they committed perjury, and that Clark and Zulime were 
never married. Judgment went against Mrs. Gaines. Wayne, in his 
dissent says “Those of us who have borne our part in the case will pass 
away. The case will live. Years hence, as well as now, the profession 
will look to it for what has been ruled upon its merits, and also for the 
kind of testimony upon which these merits were decided.” 


Myra now, as a last resort, sought to prove the lost 1813 will in the 
New Orleans Probate Court, presumably on the hint in the earlier Su- 
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preme Court decision. This was denied, but the Louisiana Supreme 
Court, on her appeal, astounded New Orleans by reversing and admitting 
the lost will to probate. The date was 1856, more than forty three years 
after Clark’s death. Leave was granted to contest the probate if the 
will were used as a muniment of title. 


Myra, as legatee under Clark’s will, now had standing to appear 
again in the Federal Court and she promptly did so. Three actions were 
started in 1856 and 1857, one against individuals, to recover real estate 
acquired from Relf and Chew and for an accounting, another against 
the City of New Orleans and others, to recover other real estate ac- 
quired from Relf and Chew by the City and resold by it, and the 
third against De la Croix for the value of slaves he had purchased from 
Relf and Chew for a fraction of their value. This claim was for about 
a million dollars—for the value of the slaves, their labor, their children 
and childrens’ children, and their labor. 


The first case was decided against Myra in the lower court. The 
appeal in the Supreme Court was decided in March 1861, Wayne for 
the majority, Catron, Taney and Grier dissenting. Mrs. Gaines had 
won again. In effect the decision of 1851 was reversed and that of 1848 
reinstated. The fact that Myra came before the court as the legatee of 
her father, his will declaring her to be his legitimate daughter, was a 
feature in the case distinguishing it from preceding ones. The court 
considered the testimony of Zulime’s sisters to be reasonable and the 
truth—the same depositions that Judge Catron, a few years before, 
had held were not to be believed. The majority also found there was 
sufficient evidence of the bigamy of Des Granges. The Court held that 
Myra’s rights were not barred by prescription. 

Judge Wayne wrote that the act of General Gaines in agreeing to 
pay Paterson’s expenses and promising not to take his land if the trial 
went in Mrs. Gaines’ favor was “indiscreet” and “not to be tolerated” 
while Catron, dissenting, called such act “a disgraceful fraud.” 


Wayne wrote that now, after a litigation of thirty years, the lady’s 
rights in her father’s estate “were finally settled.” He concluded with 
this paragraph: 


“When hereafter some distinguished lawyer should retire from 
his practice to write the history of his country’s jurisprudence, this 
case will be registered by him as the most remarkable in the records 
of its courts.” 


The court made a decree directing that the sales by Relf and Chew 
were wholly void and illegal, and that the defendants, who had acquired by 
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mesne conveyances from them, were bound to take notice of the circum- 
stances which rendered those acts void, and further adjudged that Myra 
was the legitimate child of Daniel Clark, entitled to the property and 
to an accounting. 

Armed with this decree Myra could now get back to Louisiana and 
realize on her inheritance. But Myra stayed in Washington for one too 
many receptions—within a month of the decision Fort Sumter was fired 
on and the battle lines had formed. 

Nevertheless, Myra determined to go back to New Orleans. She 
got through the Union lines but was captured by the Confederates. Held 
as a spy, she finally convinced a Colonel George Benson that she was 
not such and was permitted to go on to Louisiana. 


When the Confederate District court was established in New Orleans, 
her cases against hundreds of persons in Louisiana were the first filed, 
although it seemed too much to expect that a Confederate Court would 
honor the Supreme Court decree. Before long New Orleans fell, and 
the suits had to be started again in the re-established United States Court. 


At the end of the war the first case against the City of New Orleans, 
originally started in 1856, came before the United States Supreme Court. 


At the same time the slave case against De la Croix was heard and both 
were decided in the spring of 1868. Davis J. wrote for the majority. There 
were three dissents. Davis held that the Court’s 1861 decision finally 
settled the matter, but the case would be reconsidered to permit the City 
and the other defendants to be heard. He deemed it proper to say that 
before the 1861 decision would be reversed, it would have to be very 
clearly shown that error was committed. He held that the probate of 
the 1813 will, wherein Clark declared Myra to be his legitimate daughter, 
together with all the other evidence, conclusively established her to be 
legitimate. Judge Davis said: 

“The circumstances under which this will was recognized are 
peculiar and entitle the court which pronounced it valid to the tribute 
of our admiration. It was proved by the memory of witnesses, 
forty-three years after it was made, in the height of the litigation 
instituted by Mrs. Gaines to obtain possession of her father’s estate; 
but notwithstanding the effect of the probate of it was to recall the 
will of 1811, and endanger titles acquired under it, so strong was 
the proof of its authenticity, and so complete the evidence of its 
contents, that a court, administering justice in the midst of a people 
claiming rights hostile to it, did not hesitate to order it to be recorded 
and executed as the last will and testament of Daniel Clark.” 
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He also said that “no reasonable mind, from the evidence in the 
case, can doubt that it was purloined and destroyed.” The opinion goes 
on to dispose of all the other defenses and concludes: 


“Can we not indulge the hope that the rights of Myra Clark 
Gaines in the estate of her father, Daniel Clark, will now be recog- 
nized.” 


The slave case was also decided in Myra’s favor. A reference was 
ordered to ascertain the amount due in both cases. The master reported 
$125,266 owing by the City, whereupon the City appealed. In 1872, the 
Supreme Court confirmed the master’s report noting that the action had 
been commenced seventeen years before and that Mrs. Gaines had 
reached the point of an accounting “after much tribulation.” 


Another attack was made by the City. It applied to the New 
Orleans Probate Court to revoke the probate of the 1813 will. It suc- 
ceeded and in 1873 the Probate Court was affirmed by the Louisiana 
Supreme Court which ruled that since Clark had had the will in his 
possession at his death it must be presumed that he had revoked it dur- 
ing his last illness. .Again appeal was taken to the Supreme Court in 
Washington and in 1875 the Louisiana Court was reversed, but with 


three dissents. 


In 1879 another action was brought by Myra to recover the value of 
about 144 acres of land which the City had purchased from a grantee 
of Relf and Chew. This property had been improved with streets by the 
City and sold off for building lots. Judgment went in favor of Myra 
for $1,925,667.83 in 1883. Of course an appeal was taken to the Su- 
preme Court, but before the appeal was argued Mrs. Gaines died on 
January 9, 1885. 


All her children had predeceased her and six grandchildren sur- 
vived. Her son’s children lived in Brooklyn and for some years she 
had resided with them. She died in New Orleans on a visit to friends. 
Her grandchild, William Wallace Whitney, petitioned the Probate Court 
in New Orleans for probate of her holographic will dated January 5, 
1885. On the same day a will dated January 8, 1885 was also offered for 
probate. The second will was offered by a lady, a former friend of 
Mrs. Gaines, and it bequeathed most of her estate to two former friends. 
The Louisiana Court, five years after her death, refused probate of the 
January 5th will as defective in form, but without prejudice to an ap- 
plication for probate in the court of testatrix’ domicile. It rejected the 
will of January 8th as a forgery. 
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Thereupon, in November 1889 both wills were offered for probate 
in the then brand new quarters of the Surrogate of Kings County on 
the ground floor of the Hall of Records. George D. Abott, Surrogate, 
in 1891 admitted the January Sth will and rejected that of January 8th. 


In the meantime a temporary administrator had been appointed, 
and in May 1889, the United States Supreme Court decided against the 
City of New Orleans in the case started in 1879, and then there pending. 
The tenor of the language of that decision leads one to believe that the 
Court, as constituted in that year, favored the opinion of Catron and 
felt that Wayne had been carried away in an effort to protect a lady. Still, 
Wayne had twice persuaded the Court to his view. It did not seem 
appropriate in 1889 to reopen the issues decided by the Court in 1861. 
The Court reduced the 1883 judgment of nearly two million dollars to 
$576,707 less any sums received in settlement of suits against present 
occupants of the land, which question was referred to a master for report. 


The master reported that about $1,500. had been received from 
some of the occupants, and that Myra had settled with others who had 
been evicted, by selling the land back in return for an assignment of 
their claims against the City as warrantor of the titles. Again New 
Orleans appealed from the master’s report. The Supreme Court slightly 
modified the report in 1890 and decreed a net judgment of $561,000 plus 
interest and added costs against the City in the sum of $34,000. Ap- 
parently the City’s attorney had finally lost patience for the Court made 
this comment : 

“The counsel of the City of New Orleans filed a large number 
of exceptions to the report, and some of which, as well as some por- 
tions of the brief filed on behalf of the city in this court, are obnox- 
ious to animadversion for want of ordinary courtesy and temperance 
of language due from members of the bar. We trust we may not 
be called upon to repeat an observation of this kind.” 


In 1892 the City paid to the administrator of Mrs. Gaines’ estate 
$934,788 in final settlement of the claim. 


But the litigation was not ended. An appeal from Surrogate Abbott’s 
decision was taken and the General Term, in 1895, affirmed the Surrogate 
with this observation : 

“That this testatrix had an accurate knowledge on the subject 
of the law of such wills may be conceded, for she had been in litiga- 
tion over property coming through such a will for more than half 
a century.” 
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The General Term was affirmed by the Court of Appeals in 1897 
which ended the long struggle. 


Mrs. Gaines bequeathed $100,000 each to the widow of her son and 
the widower of her daughter with the hope that “they would preserve 
it and transmit the funds to their children.” And Mrs. Gaines was very 
careful to fix the status of her grandchildren, declaring them “to have 
been born in lawful marriage.” Nor did she forget the Confederate officer 
who passed her through the picket lines in 1861—he received a legacy 
of $10,000. 

This narrative opened with a quotation from Dickens’ “Bleak House” 
referring to the endless lawsuit, Jarndyce and Jarndyce. It may well 
close with a further quotation from Chapter LXV of that novel; 


“* * * and when we came to Westminster Hall, we found that 
the day’s business was begun. Worse than that, we found such an 
unusual crowd in the Court of Chancery that it was full to the 
door, * * * 

“We asked a gentlemen by us if he knew what cause was on? 
He told us Jarndyce and Jarndyce. We asked him if he knew what 
was doing in it? He said, Really no, he did not, nobody ever did; 
but as well as he could make out, it was over. Over for the day? 
we asked him. No, he said; over for good. 

“Over for good! 

“When we heard this unaccountable answer, we looked at one 
another quite lost in amazement. Could it be possible that the Will 
had set things straight at last, * * *” 


The following is a suggested form of bequest 
to Tue Brooxiyn Cancer Commitres, Ino.: 


I give and bequeath to Taz Brooxtyn CanczR 
CommittzE, Ino., 189 Montague Street, Brooklyn 
1, New York, the sum of ...... s6bbsees 
dollars to be used for its general purposes. 














Practical Trial Tactics —by MAX GANZER* 


PART I 


1. THE OPENING TO THE JURY: 


(a) Be brief and concise. 

(b) Try to speak to all the jurors and not to concentrate on one. 

(c) Use eye to eye appeal. By that, I mean, look directly at the 
eyes of the person to whom you are talking at that particular moment. 

(d) Try to sense the interest of the jurors to what you are saying 
and act accordingly. 

(e) Put the “skeleton of the case” as to what you intend to prove 
and do not insert every detail. 


(f) Do not underestimate the intelligence of the jury and do not 
talk down to them because this is resented. 


(g) Don’t interrupt your opponent in his opening. Most judges 
do not like it and in addition it makes a very poor impression on the 
jury from the viewpoint of fair play. 

(h) As far as dress is concerned, don’t over-dress or under-dress. 
Dress neatly. 

(i) Take into consideration the physical layout of the room, so that 
you will be able to better judge the modulation of your voice. It is 
important in this respect, to note the time of day when you open to the 
jury; for instance, jurors are usually much more fresh and alert in the 
morning than in the afternoon, particularly after a heavy lunch. 

(j) Use language that the jury can understand; for instance, tech- 
nical medical terms usually do not mean much to the average man on 
the jury. Explain it in lay terms and bring it down to earth. 

(k) Vary the intonation of your voice. A monotone or a voice at 
one level may tend to put the jury to sleep. 

(1) Speak in your natural voice; don’t try to add something to it 
which is not there ordinarily. 

(m) Give the jury a preview of what you intend to establish, par- 
ticularly if you represent the plaintiff. 

(n) Emphasize the important points of what you intend to prove. 
Thus, if the plaintiff is out of work due to the accident, emphasize the 


* Mr. Ganzer is Law Assistant to Hon. Thomas E. Morrissey, Justice of the 
Supreme Court, Second District. 
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importance of his work and the amount of compensation that he would 
ordinarily get if he were employed. 


(0) Too much detail should not be put in. 


(p) At the end of your opening always put in something to this 
effect: “Now, will you please give your entire attention to my learned 
adversary, just as you have given me.” This is psychologically sound 
and will react in your favor. 

(q) If possible, open with a quotation. This will interest the jury 
and hold their attention. For example, the defendant’s attorney may 
get up and say “You have now heard one side of the situation. Now, I 
have heard a very learned judge say that a problem in law is like any 
other problem in life; there are always two sides to it. So now, will 
you please listen to my side of the case before you make up your minds.” 

(r) The opening by an attorney is no evidence of anything. The 
evidence only comes from the witnesses on the witness stand. It is a 
good idea to place that thought before the jury in your opening. 


II. DIRECT EXAMINATION: 


(a) During the direct examination, in the event there is an adverse 
comment by the court, don’t be too thin-skinned about it. It may be that 
the court is attempting to guide you. 


(b) Use short questions. In that way everybody will be able to 
understand what you are saying. 


(c) Speak loudly, that is, loud enough to be heard, but do not shout. 

(d) The best place to stand ordinarily is in back of the jury box 
when asking questions because this encompasses the jury physically in 
the question. 

(e) It is advisable, whenever possible, to get the answers to “which,” 
“where,” “when,” “who,” or “whom” and “how” of the case at hand. 
Usually you will find that the answers to these questions will clarify the 
issues of the case. 


(£) Watch the jury very carefully for reactions to both questions 
and answers. In this way it will be quite possible for you to change your 
course, if necessary. 

(g) If your questions are not clear, of course, it is suggested that 
you rephrase them. In this connection it is quite important for the plain- 
tiff to be carefully prepared on all the questions that may be asked in 


the course of the trial. An ounce of preparation is worth a pound of 
cure. 
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1927 — 1956 
Capital and Surplus in Excess of $1,000,000 


Back of every title is a history of 
ownership . . . a series of transfers 
to title. This can be compared to a 
chain, with each transfer as one of 
the links. If any link of this chain 
is defective (perhaps illegal or dis- 
honest) it can spell disaster. 

INTER-COUNTY TITLE maintains a 


large staff of trained title searchers 
and a highly specialized legal de- 
partment expert in ferreting out the 
defects in any chain of titles they 
search. But even they are not infall- 
ible. Hidden, undiscoverable defects 
may still exist and Title Insurance is 
the only positive safeguard. 


Protect YOUR Clients with INTER-COUNTY TITLE POLICIES 
for MAXIMUM PROTECTION at MINIMUM COST! 


INTER-COUNTY TITLE 


GUARANTY and MORTGAGE CO. 


THOMAS H. QUINN BROOKLYN: 155 REMSEN STREET 


President 


12 Fully-Staffed Offices: 
NEW YORK, NEW JERSEY, CONNECTICUT and OHIO 


Now Operating in Every County of New York State 


MAin 4-1254 


Hugh Quinn, Vice Pres. & Mgr. 





(s) Supply information to your adversary when it can’t hurt you. 
This make a very good impression on the jury as to fair play. 

(t) Don’t fawn on the jury; be objective and unobtrusive as far as 
you can. 

(u) Avoid leading the witnesses if at all possible. The chances 
are that your opponent will object to this and be sustained. 

(v) It is a good idea to make a motion that the jury is not to draw 
an inference from an objectionable question once the Judge has sustained 
the objection to that question. 


(w) In a negligence action make sure that you have the evidence 
of the fair and reasonable value of the doctor’s services to the plaintiff 
on the record. 


(x) If your doctor is asked a question “Are you being paid to come 
into court?” be sure to warn him to know that he is to answer that 
question directly and if he should be asked about the amount that he is 
to receive he should state frankly and fully what that amount is. 

(y) If at all possible in negligence cases stipulate to the hypothetical 
question. This will create good will and save a lot of time. 

(z) Address witnesses by their names. Most people respond favor- 
ably to being addressed by their names and this should prove favorable 
to you. 

(aa) In phrasing a question which contains information which has 
been obtained during the trial include phraseology as follows: 

“If I am in error about this you correct me” and then go on to 
phrase your question including the information. This indicates a quality 
of fair play. 

(bb) Demonstrate and explain medical technicalities in lay language 
so that all the jurors know what you are talking about. 

(cc) In connection with this previous item it is helpful to gain a 
general understanding of medical language which is ordinarily used in 
negligence cases. This may be done by taking a short course in medical 
legal jurisprudence phraseology, or if this is impractical have available 
for your use a medical legal dictionary. 

(dd) Demonstrate with visual means whenever possible. This brings 


into play the sense of sight as well as that of hearing and will be doubly 
effective. 


(ee) Don’t give the jury the impression that you are an expert at 
medical testimony, even if you are. Give the jury the impression that 
you know as little as they do about the technicalities of medicine and 
have the doctor supply the information. 
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(ff) When a witness is finished with his testimony (either lay or 
professional witness) be sure to thank the witness for testifying, par- 
ticularly if the testimony is adverse to you. 

(gg) Don’t make the hypothetical question in a negligence case too 
lengthy but try to include the important facts. If you make the question 
lengthy the jurors may forget the sense of it and so may the witness. 
This would defeat your own purpose. 

(hh) Concede points in evidence that would easily be proved anyway. 

(ii) In connection with witnesses’ names try to pronounce them 
correctly. Some people are offended if this is not done. 

(jj) Don’t block the vision of your opponent when examining a 
witness. 

(kk) Don’t argue or browbeat a witness. This will always react 
unfavorably. 

(ll) If gestures are used by witnesses or noises of some kind are 
made by them make sure that there is a notation in the record in reference 
to them. This may be much more important than the actual statements 
made by the witness. 

(mm) In the event that you are dealing with a deaf person ask as 
few questions as possible and get as close as you can to the person testify- 
ing. It may even be necessary for you to place your lips alongside the 
ear of the person. 

(nn) Watch the plaintiff’s gestures very carefully. Possibly it may 
give away the fact that he is not injured as much as he claims. 

(oo) Be on your guard for prejudicial answers to proper questions 
and be sure to move to strike out those answers. 

(pp) If at all possible have the witness testify without the aid of 
an interpreter. Direct answers even in broken English are much better 
than coming from an interpreter. 

(qq) Hospital records are admissible under 374-a of the Civil Prac- 
tice Act with the exception of hearsay. 

(rr) Examinations of pretrial by the City of New York are not 
admissible in their entirety. 

(ss) Keep an accurate record of the exhibits in evidence and the 
time and date when introduced. 

(tt) Study the vocations of the jurors very carefully; for instance, 
if there is an engineer on the jury and an engineering problem arises 
during the trial point questions of this aspect of the case towards the 
engineer. This will tend to influence him favorably towards you because 
it builds up an inference that you look to him for the answers in regard 
to that part of the case. 

(To be Continued) 
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Advance Sheet Quiz —by K. FREDERICK GROSS 


1. Should court accept the scientific certainty that radar is a proper 
instrument for checking auto speeds? ( ) Yes ( ) No 


2. Where insolvent creditor rendered gratuitous service to his wife 
in building business, have creditors a good cause of action against the 
wife for the value of the services? ( ) Yes ( ) No 


3. Where plaintiff signs release in settlement of auto accident claim 
and receives check, but later returns check, may plaintiff sue on her 
original claim? ( ) Yes ( ) No 


4. Is negligence of sailor, who undertook to assist drunken ship- 
mate on board, attributable to shipowner? 


( ) Yes ( ) No 


5. Where trust provided that on death of beneficiary, his male 
descendants should share the income, do sons of his daughter qualify, 
the daughter being alive? ( ) Yes ( ) No 


6. Where broker in New York, sues a California owner of New 
York realty, for a commission, is service of summons on renting agent 
sufficient ? ( ) Yes ( ) No 


7. Is suicide note sufficient to change beneficiary of National Service 
life policy from “my hated ex wife” to mother of insured? 


( ) Yes ( ) No 


8. May plaintiff recover against United States, he having been in- 
jured by runaway horse which shied at low flying C.A.A. survey plane? 


( ) Yes ( ) No 


9. Does the cost of supporting and administering the courts of the 
State of New York exceed 68 million dollars annually? 


( )Yes ( )No 


10. Would parents of boy camper feel cheated if there were no trees 
in the camp, in spite of fact that boy walked into a six foot tree and 
broke his nose? ( ) Yes ( ) No 


(Answers at page 184) 
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The Law of the Koran 
—by ALICE ELEANOR RUBIN 


(Roman numerals refer to the Chapter, and numbers refer to the 
Verse from which the passage was taken.) 


ADULTERY 
Adultery is evil and is to be shunned. (XVII, 32) 


Keep your wife to yourself. It is wrongful to share her with 
others. (XXXIII, 37) 


It is forbidden to you that you take secret concubines, outside of 
honorable matrimony. (V, 5) Likewise is it forbidden that you take 
by inheritance the women of your deceased kinsman, unless in honorable 
marriage by mutual consent. (IV, 19) 


ARBITRATION 
Shun not your duty when called upon to arbitrate. (XLIX, 10) 


Let the arbitrators make peace between the disputants justly through 
equitable conduct. (XLIX, 9) 


When you submit to arbitration, submit with full submission and 
find no dislike of that which is decided. (IV, 65) 


BIGAMY 


You may marry of the women, two or three or four, each according 


to his means, but if you fear you cannot do justice to so many, then one 
shall suffice. (IV, 3) 


However much you may wish it, you will be unable to deal equally 
among your wives. But attempt your duties as best you can and turn 
not wholly away from one to favor another. (IV, 129) 

BLUE LAWS 


Transgress not the Sabbath. Evil are the Sabbath breakers. (II, 
65; IV, 47; IV, 154) 


BRIBERY 
Seek not by your wealth to gain the ear of the judges. (II, 188) 
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CHARITABLE CONTRIBUTIONS 

Shame upon the hoarders and the avaricious. (IV, 37) 

Give alms according to your means, in abundance or with providence. 
(LXV, 7) 

And spend of what you have before death cometh to you, and wait 
not to be on your deathbed before you give. (IV, 38) 


Give not of your wealth ostentatiously, nor give alms with a view 
to being reprieved or to be thought righteous. (LXIII, 10) 


It is better to give anonymously than to publicize your almsgiving. 
(II, 271; II, 264) 

It is vanity to squander your wealth in pleasure. The vain and the 
squanderer are both brothers of the Devil. So give to the needy, the 
wayfarer, to parents and kinsmen and to orphans. (II, 215; XVII 26, 27) 


CONDONATION 


Forgive those who transgress through ignorance and who, once they 
become aware, repent. (IV, 17) 


Those who show indulgence and forgive shall be forgiven. (XXIV, 
22) 

It is better to control your anger and to forgive. A kind word 
with forgiveness is better than retaliation followed by almsgiving and 
repentance. (III, 134; II, 263) 


CONTRACTS 
Fulfill your undertakings. (V, 1) 


All agreements consummated by the shaking of right hands should 
be fulfilled in like manner as if recorded by a scribe and made before 
witnesses. (IV, 33) 


A contract to borrow money for a stated term should be reduced 
to writing and recorded by a scribe, in an equitable manner. No scribe 
may refuse to record an agreement when so requested by the parties. 
Nor may he change the terms of the contract as dictated. The one who 
is to incur the debt should dictate the terms to the scribe. And if he 
is unable to do so physically or for want of understanding, then let a 
guardian of his interests dictate. (II, 282) 


If no scribe can be found when you make a contract, then call two 
men as witnesses. And if two men are not available, then call a man and 
two women. Witnesses may not refuse when summoned. (II, 282) 
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Contracts, whether they be great or small, should be written when- 
ever possible. That is more equitable for the parties. The writing itself 
is the best testimony and leaves no room for doubt. But when mer- 
chandise is actually transferred from hand to hand, no writing is neces- 
sary. (II, 282) 

It is incumbent upon those who make a contract to see that no harm 
comes to scribe or witness as a result of his services. (II, 282) 

If you make a contract while on a journey, and neither scribe nor 
witness is available, then a pledge in hand shall be sufficient. And the 
one who is trusted shall deliver that which is entrusted to him according 
to the agreement. (II, 283) 

In equity, restore deposits to their owners. (IV, 58) 


CRIMINAL CONSPIRACY 
Conspire not together for criminal wrongdoing. (LVIII, 8-10) 


DEBTOR & CREDITOR 
If the debtor cannot repay the loan at the prescribed time then let 
the creditor forbear until such time as the debtor can pay with more 


ease. Sometimes it would be better if the creditor remitted the debt as 
a charitable act. (EI, 280) 


DIETARY LAWS 

It is lawful for you to eat the fish of the sea. (V, 96) 

You may hunt on land, except when on a pilgrimage. (V, 1) 

The beast of cattle is lawful for food. But, forbidden for food are 
swine-flesh, blood , and the rotting flesh of dead animals, and the stran- 
gled, and the dead through beating, and the dead through falling from 
a height, and the dead through the goring of horns, and the devoured 
of wild beasts, except that which ye smite with a deathstroke. (V, 3) 

That which is caught by those beasts and birds of prey which are 
trained by you as hounds is lawful food for you if first you mention 
Allah’s name upon it. And taste not of that whereupon Allah’s name 
has not been mentioned. (V, 4; VI, 122) 

But he who is forced by necessity to eat that which is forbidden to 
you herein and transgresses not through lust or craving, he is forgiven. 
(II, 173) 

DIVORCE 

It is not lawful for you to remain married to women who do not 

Believe. If any of your wives fall into the ways of the disbelievers, the 


marriage must be dissolved and it is your duty to put her out. (LX, 
10, 11) 
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If a breach arises between a man and his wife, let two arbiters be 
appointed, one from his family and one from hers. If they agree to it, 
then the marriage is dissolved. (IV, 35) 

When you divorce women, do not place difficulties in the way of 
their re-marrying. (II, 232) 

When you divorce a wife, wait four months before taking another. 
(II, 226) 

Divorce must be pronounced twice before it is final. (II, 229) 

If while waiting for your divorce to become final, you should change 
your mind in the interim and wish to take back your wife, then free one 
slave before you reconcile; or, if you own not one, then fast two suc- 
cessive months, or if you are unable, then feed sixty needy ones. (II, 226) 

If a man divorces his wife for the third time, then he may not 
re-marry her until she has wedded another husband. Then, if the other 
husband divorces her, it is lawful for the first to wed her again. (II, 229) 

At the time of divorce, a woman shall not conceal the fact that issue 
are anticipated. (II, 228) 


ESPIONAGE 
Spy not! (XLIX, 12) 


ESTATES 

He who alters a Testament is guilty of great wrong. But one who 
induces a Testator to change an unjust clause is guilty of no wrong. 
(II, 181, 182) 

Bequeath unto your wives enough provisions for at least one year. 
(II, 240) 

Bequeath of your wealth unto your parents and kinsmen, and if you 
fail to do so, then the law will prescribe such bequests for you. (II, 180) 

Regardless of the size of an estate, not more than one-third thereof 
may be willed away by bequest of the testator. The balance is distributed 
by operation of law. (IV, 12) 

If a woman leaves a husband surviving and no children, the husband 
is entitled to one-half of her estate; but if she leaves children surviving, 
then the portions are one-fourth of the estate to the husband and one- 
fourth to the children, after the payment of debts. (IV, 12) 

If a man leaves a wife surviving and no children, then the wife’s 
portion is one-fourth of the estate; but if children survive, then the wife’s 
portion is one-eighth. (IV, 12) 

If a man leaves one child surviving, then one-half of his estate goes 
to the child. But if he leaves two or more children surviving, then 
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two-thirds of his estate is divided among the surviving children, the male 
children taking twice the portion of the female. (IV, 12) 

And to the parents of the deceased, one-sixth of the estate if the 
deceased left children surviving, but if none survive, then the mother 
of the deceased gets one-third of the estate; but should brothers or sisters 
survive, then the mother’s share is one-sixth. Distribution is to be made 
after payment of all bequeathed legacies and the payment of debts of 
the estate. (IV, 11) 

If a man dies leaving no children surviving, but leaving a sister 
or brother, then his or her share is one-half; and if two or more sisters 
or brothers are left, then two-thirds of the estate is shared by them, the 
brothers taking twice the share of the sisters. (IV, 177) 

If a man or woman dies leaving neither parent nor child surviving, 
but leaves a brother or sister born of the same mother, then one-sixth 
of the estate shall be shared by them if they are two in number, but if 
those left be more than two, then the portion shared by them shall be 
one-third. (IV, 12) 


FRAUD 
Weigh with full weight and measure with full measure, and sway 
not the scale to your favor; nor wrong people with respect to their goods. 


(XI, 85) 

And woe unto the defrauders who demand full measure but when 
they measure give less. (LXXXIII, 1-3) 

Fill the measure when you measure and weigh with a correct balance. 


(XVII, 35) 


HOMICIDE 
Kill not one another. (IV, 29) 


Take not the life which Allah hath made sacred save in the course 
of justice. (XVII, 33; VI, 152) 


INFANTICIDE 


Slay not your children because of penury, nor bury your female 
children alive. (VI, 152; LXXXI, 8) 
(To be Continued) 


Answers to Advance Sheet Quiz 


. YES—147 N. Y. S. 2d 801 6. YES—136 F. Supp. 905 

. YES—136 F. Supp. 756 7. NO —136 F. Supp. 762 

. YES—147 N. Y. S. 2d 759 8. YES—228 F. 2d 819 

. NO —228 F. 2d 679 9. YES—148 N. Y. S. 2d, App. p. 17 
. YES—148 N. Y. S. 2d 387 10. YES—148 N. Y. S. 2d 569 
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Letter from the Editor —by Louis £. SCHWARTZ 


In last month’s Barrister a letter from Louis Granat urged com- 
pensation in place of jury trials in automobile accident cases. He re- 
ferred to and lightly brushed aside an article “Predestrianism” without 
answering any of the many objections to such compensation plans. 

As that article? points out, automobile compensation is mot like 
workmen’s compensation. There is no employer-employee relationship, 
no job to go back to; and there is likely to be more, not less, perjury and 
collusion. If the injured has also the right to go to court, if he so elects, 
then the calendars will remain as crowded as at present. If, on the 
other hand, the remedy is made exclusive, then the awards to persons 
injured without fault will necessarily be shockingly insufficient. Awards 
will be based upon the minimum needs of low income groups which is 
hardly just to injured artists, business men or high incomed persons. 
Nothing would be awarded for pain and suffering. The cost of admin- 
istration, referees, investigators, personnel, etc., would be enormous. The 
cost of insurance to motorists would be greatly increased. 

It seems to us that as lawyers we should not lightly throw aside such 
basic principles as the right to a jury trial and to just compensation for 
injuries wrongfully inflicted, merely because our calendars have fallen 
behind. 

Let us rather attack the problem within the framework of our system 
of justice so carefully and painfully developed over the centuries. 

The Temporary Commission on the Courts* recommends additional 
judges and is considering other suggestions such as early pre-trial con- 
ferences when cases are noticed, use of juries of less than twelve; the 
substitution of the doctrine of comparative negligence for contributory 
negligence ; use of special masters or referees instead of judges in pre- 
trial discussions; imposing interest on negligence claims from the date 
of claim; modernization of procedure, etc. 

Shouldn’t we as lawyers meet and solve the challenge of calendar 
congestion by some or all of these measures rather than turn to the 
seemingly simple but actually dangerous and radical expedient of sweeping 
the claims of the maimed and crippled out of our courts of justice and 
under some administrative rug? 


1“Predestrianism”—by Lewis C. Ryan and Bruno H. Greene which appeared 
in the American Bar Association Journal in February 1956. 


2 Another excellent article against automobile compensation entitled “Answering 
Justice Hofstadter—Compensation is No Solution”, by William J. Flynn, Jr. appeared 
in the December 1955 New York State Bar Bulletin. 


81956 Report of the Temporary Commission on the Courts, pp. 13-20. 
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BROOKLYN BAR ASSOCIATION 
Report of the Nominating Committee for 1956 


To THE MEMBERS OF THE BrooKLYN BAR ASSOCIATION : 

Pursuant to Article VI of the by-laws, the Nominating Committee reports that 
it has made the following nominations for Officers, Trustees, and the Nominating 
Committee to be candidates for election at the Annual Meeting on May 9th, 1956: 


OFFICERS 













We PO ta cdaknnaieibnderceciecccoued dws Robert S. Fleckles 
oy rR Louis J. Merrell 
For Second Vice President ....0-ccvcccocscsces Francis M. Verrilli 
POG TMG Vid PHOOMNE 6 occcdiecccccdvcccccs Lynn G. Goodnough 
FO DINE on idee seis ecindtetncacdvedsens's heads Raymond Reisler 
POE THIS in ic oa ccas sncidta ican caneesaunres Frederick A. Keck 
TrusTEES—Class of 1959 
Louis J. Castellano Charles J. Dodd, Jr. Max Ehrlich 
J. Courtney McGroarty August Zolotorofe 
NoMINATING CoMMITTEE—Class of 1959 
Frank A. Barrera Orrin G. Judd Benjamin R. Raphael 
Respectfully submitted, 
Giapys M. Dorman, James S. Brown, 
Secretary. Chairman. 


Dated: March 12, 1956 


BROOKLYA’S y SG ff 





SAVINGS BANK OF BROOKLYN 


DOWNTOWN...........0000+. Fulton Street and DeKalb Ave. 
BENSONHURST............... 86th Street and 19th Avenue 
PRAT secesssiccccsesesesere Ave. J and Coney Island Ave. 

carted Mermaid Ave. and W. 17th St, 





Member Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation 


New Members: 


The Committee on Admissions has received the following applications 
for membership published pursuant to Art. II, Sec. 2. of the By-Laws: 


Junior: 


JoserH N. Acterno, 421 E. 7th St., Brooklyn, N. Y. 
SEyMouR FRIEDMAN, 44 Court Street, Brooklyn 1, N. Y. 
Frank E. Inctarp1, 7308 Third Avenue, Brooklyn, N. Y. 
Martin H. Katz, 16 Court Street, Brooklyn 1, N. Y. 
BERNARD KLrEGER, 50 Court Street, Brooklyn 1, N. Y. 
Jutian G. Linker, 271 Washington Street, Brooklyn, N. Y. 
BERTRAM L. PopELL, 160 Broadway, New York City, N. Y. 
GERALD N. RosENBERG, 662 Nostrand Avenue, Brooklyn, N. Y. 
MALCOLM ROSENBERG, 662 Nostrand Avenue, Brooklyn, N. Y. 
STANLEY Ross, 8674 24th Avenue, Brooklyn 14, N. Y. 
Marvin E. SEGAL, 38 Park Row, New York City, N. Y. 
Davin B. S1LverMAN, 50 E. 42nd Street, New York, N. Y. 
Jerome L. STEINBERG, 2505 E. 23rd Street, Brooklyn, N. Y. 
Davip D. WEINSTEIN, 205 West 19th Street, New York 11, N. Y. 


One Day Service on Mortgage Applications 
Phone ULster 2-8000 
Ask for Mr. Lee 


One Day Service on Modernization Loans 
Phone ULster 2-8000 
Ask for Miss Jeynes or Mr. Shames 


Anprew S. Roscoe Paut H. HEmper 
President Vice President 


EQUITABLE SAVINGS AND LOAN ASSOCIATION 
Home Office: 
Willoughby and Pearl Streets, Brooklyn 1, New York 





Brooklyn 
Barrister 


MAY 1956 


Annual Meeting 


BROOKLYN BAR ASSOCIATION 
Wednesday Evening, May 9th, 1956 8:00 P. M. 


123 Remsen Street, 
Brooklyn 1, New York 


Program of Meeting 


Annual Election: The polls will be open from 8:00 to 9:00 P. M. 
for the election of officers for the coming year, five trustees for three years, 
and three members of the Nominating Committee for three years. The 
report of the Nominating Committee is printed herein. 


Via 

Burning the Mortgage: The loan to the Association made by the 
Kings County Trust Company, for the remodeling of our building and 
construction of the meeting room, was completely paid off in February 
of this year. The note will be burned to mark the freedom of the Asso- 
ciation from indebtedness. 

At the same time the Association will tender its thanks to the Trust 
Company in appropriate form. 

It is hoped that there will be a large attendance to mark this red-letter 
occasion. 


Committee on Supreme and Appellate Courts: The committee will 
present a short report with respect to the Supreme Court Special Term 
motion calendar. 

(Continued on next page) 
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Exhibit: THE FIGHT FOR JUSTICE. Nine oil paintings depict- 
ing the progress of justice from early times to the present, will be on 
display. The artist, Federico Castellon, has kindly consented to this 
exhibit at the Association. Fellow member Edwin Bakerman has made 
the arrangements. The paintings are now en route from the University 
of California and we are assured that they will be received in time for 
the meeting. 


Refreshments after the meeting. 


COMING EVENTS 


SECTION ON REAL ESTATE 
Wednesday Evening, May 2, 1956, 8 P. M. 

Bernard Ekstein, Counsel to the New York State Division of Hous- 
ing, will discuss the Limited Profit Housing Companies Law of the State 
of New York. A question and answer period will follow the discussion. 

Frank A, Barrera, Chairman. 


* 


MUSICAL COMEDY 
May 24, 1956 
“SHOWBOAT ON THE GOWANUS” 


With the fall of dusk each day, staid and dignified lawyers shrug off 
the cares of their daily practice and with the aid of grease-paint, costumes, 
artful lines and tuneful music, are transformed into actors, singers and 
lancers wh gaily trod the stage 

All of such nocturnal activity is in feverish preparation for the pre 
entation of the First Annual Musical Comedy of this Association. Those 
members who have had an opportunity to peruse the script have been 

wang ever since Those who have attended rehearsals have been 
lewliethtecl with the ingenuity dieplayed 

rately invite . to the play and the 
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The 
President's 


Page 


—by CHARLES J. BUCHNER 


1S- “The moving finger writes and having writ moves on.” It is hard 
te for me to realize that it is nearly a year since you did me the honor of 
om. electing me President of your Bar Association and I started writing the 


President’s Page. I trust that some of you have gotten from these Presi- 
dent’s Pages an occasional thought, maybe some encouragement, and that 
they may have posed problems the solution of which may have aided 
the Profession and the Courts. 

I have had promises that at least one man will give three of the thir- 
teen young men who wanted a chance to prove their ability as trial lawyers 
such opportunity, and there may be other opportunities but at the moment 
they are not concretely presented to me. 


off The year has been a rather full one and if anything has been accom 
eS, plished I, of course, owe it in a large measure to the members of the 
and Association, particularly the Chairmen and members of committees. While 
I have had disappointments from the members who volunteered to help 
re out and, having been appointed to a position where they could, seemed 
One to feel that that was their objective and stayed there without a mov 
een © as not in any wiee to upset the balance on the other hand ThL ' 
en the ( ommuittees have done a great ob. Certainiy | owe to the (om tte 
me ft those mernolx of the Asseocmtion wh oO operated nv incere 
thes thant for the suces that wae oftained at our Annie unve 7 thee 
; Annua heatre | iy whieh were of well attended af ety ° ’ '" 
ries Lit ttervcding | ook forward with sesurenee tat M 
aes ly on May 24th will be long remembered with pleasure 
| peeition | he teal (wing oe rremgeny fie es 


yeration | a we were alle t pea) the bwlamee we wi ' thee 








New Members: 


The Committee on Admissions has received the following applications 
for membership published pursuant to Art. II, Sec. 2. of the By-Laws: 


Junior: 


JoserH N. Acterno, 421 E. 7th St., Brooklyn, N. Y. 
SeyMouR FRIEDMAN, 44 Court Street, Brooklyn 1, N. Y. 
Frank E. Inciarp!, 7308 Third Avenue, Brooklyn, N. Y. 
Martin H. Katz, 16 Court Street, Brooklyn 1, N. Y. 
BERNARD KLIEGER, 50 Court Street, Brooklyn 1, N. Y. 
Jutian G. LinKer, 271 Washington Street, Brooklyn, N. Y. 
BERTRAM L. PopELL, 160 Broadway, New York City, N. Y. 
GERALD N. ROSENBERG, 662 Nostrand Avenue, Brooklyn, N. Y. 
MALCOLM ROSENBERG, 662 Nostrand Avenue, Brooklyn, N. Y. 
STANLEY Ross, 8674 24th Avenue, Brooklyn 14, N. Y. 
Marvin E. SgGAL, 38 Park Row, New York City, N. Y. 
Davip B. SiLverMAN, 50 E. 42nd Street, New York, N. Y. 
JeRoME L. STEINBERG, 2505 E. 23rd Street, Brooklyn, N. Y. 
Davip D. WErNsTEIN, 205 West 19th Street, New York 11, N. Y. 


One Day Service on Mortgage Applications 
Phone ULster 2-8000 
Ask for Mr. Lee 


One Day Service on Modernization Loans 
Phone ULster 2-8000 
Ask for Miss Jeynes or Mr. Shames 


Anprew S. Roscoe Paut H. HEMpeL 
President Vice President 


EQUITABLE SAVINGS AND LOAN ASSOCIATION 
Home Office: 
Willoughby and Pearl Streets, Brooklyn 1, New York 





